REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



The rejections presented in the Office Action dated August 7, 2006 (hereinafter 
Office Action) have been considered. Claims 51-88 remain pending in the application. 
Reconsideration of the pending claims and allowance of the application in view of the 
present response is respectfully requested. 

Claims 51, 52, 53-61, 80 and 84-88 have been corrected to overcome the 
Examiner's objections because of informalities. The amendments made to the Claims 5 1 , 
52, 53-61, 80 and 84-88 are not made in response to or any objections or rejections to the 
claims based on prior art. Thus, the Applicant has not intended to narrow, nor has the 
Applicant narrowed, the scope of any of the claims resulting from amendments made to 
overcome objections based on informalities. 

Claim 51 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form. Claims 66 and 71 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter. Claim 71 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. §112, 2 nd paragraph, set forth in this Office 
Action. Applicant appreciates indication of the allowance of Claims 51 and 71. 

Applicants have rewritten Claim 5 1 in independent form and have cancelled Claim 
50 without prejudice or disclaimer. Allowance of Claim 51 is therefore respectfully 
solicited. Applicants traverse the rejection to Claims 66 and 71, but in order'tb facilitate 
prosecution of the application, have amended Claim 71 to set forth that a "dialog is 
established using multimedia caller line identification data in the dialog," and the reference 
to "multimedia caller line identification" within CS bearer information has been removed. 
Allowance of Claim 71 is therefore respectfully solicited. Applicants have also amended 
Claim 66 to address the rejection, and respectfully submit that Claim 66 is also in condition 
for allowance. 
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Claims 50, 66-70, 72, 79 and 81 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over WO 03/003767 to Soininen et al. (hereinafter "Soininen"). Claims 52-61, 
64 and 73-76 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Soininen in 
view of "SDP: Session Description Protocol" by Handley et al. (hereinafter "Handley"). 
Claims 62, 63, 65, 77 and 78 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Soininen in view of U.S. Publication No. 2004/0120505 by Kotzin et al. (hereinafter 
"Kotzin"). Claim 80 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Soininen in view of U.S. Publication No. 2003/0026245 by Ejzak et al (hereinafter 
"EjzaK'). Claims 82 and 83 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Soininen in view of Ejzak and further in view of Kotzin, Claims 84-88 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Soininen in view of Ejzak and further 
in view of Handley. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections. The Applicants respectfully submit 
that the claims as originally presented are not rendered obvious in view of the above 
combination of references. However, in order to facilitate prosecution of the application 
and in a bona fide attempt to advance the application to allowance, independent Claims 72, 
80, and 81 have been amended to at least set forth that establishing a dialog between entities 
involves including multimedia caller line identification data in the dialog. Applicants 
respectfully submit, that in light of the indications of allowability regarding independent 
Claims 51 and 71, that the amendments to independent Claims 72, 80, and 81 also place 
these claims in condition for allowance. 

Claims 52, 53, and 62-70 have been amended to depend directly from Claim 51, and 
as a result dependent Claims 52-70 now depend from independent Claim 51; dependent 
Claims 73-79 depend from independent Claim 72; and dependent Claims 82-88 depend 
from independent Claim 8 1 . These dependent claims include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims, and recite additional features which fiirther 
distinguish these claims from respective combination of references. Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully submit that dependent Claims 52-70, 73-79, 82-88 are also in condition for 
allowance. 
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Authorization is given to charge Deposit Account No. 50-3581 (NOKM.079PA) any 
necessary fees for this filing. If the Examiner believes it necessary or helpful, the 
undersigned attorney of record invites the Examiner to contact him at to discuss any issues 
related to this case. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: February 5 , 2007 



HOLLINGSWORTH & FUNK, LLC 

8009 34 th Avenue South, Suite 125 
Minneapolis, MN 55425 
952.854.2700 




William B. Ashley 
Reg. No. 51.419 
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